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The Glacial. Period and Noah's Deluge.* — There is certainly a possible 

connection between these two events, and theories have been presented concerning 

it which are deserving of careful attention. Study of the phenomena of the ice age 

in North America throws light upon the question. Four millions of square miles 

in the upper half of North America were covered with ice a mile deep, demanding 

that a corresponding amount be taken from the oceans. This would cause great 

subsidence of the earth's surface in some parts, occasioning deluges of a local 

character. Likewise the crust of the earth was correspondingly forced up in some 

parts and volcanic outbursts were common. All this would account for the 

undoubted fact of the extinction of many species of animals and the probable 

extirpation of the earlier races of man in America. It would also render much 

less improbable the similar explanation of the Noachian deluge and explain how 

the remains of the human race left after the overthrow of man in North America 

in the ice age, continuing to survive in Central Asia, were finally destroyed in this 

limited local deluge of Noah's time. Thus a degree of credibility would be added 

to the Scripture narrative. 

An interesting and plausible suggestion showing how far we are at present from possessing all 
the facts which render a dogmatic interpretation of the statements of Scripture possible. Scholars 
must still be cautious in assertion, and candid in admitting the uncertainty of much of our knowl- 
edge of these early times. 



Lovest thou Me?f — In the dialogue between Peter and Jesus (John 21:15- 
17) is there any significance in the fact that Jesus begins with the verb agapao, 
repeats it and finally uses phileo while Peter every time protests with phileo ? Can 
any difference be made out in the meaning of these verbs commonly translated 
" love"? Such a question requires a purely inductive answer. In modern Greek 
agapao has superseded phileo as the ordinary word for " love." When did this 
supersession begin and what was the time at which both words were used inter- 
changeably, for there must have been such a period? We turn to the Septuagint 
and find agapao used nearly two hundred times and the other word but nine times, 
and the former word fully and freely occupies the whole field which might be 
supposed to belong to phileo. Hence the classic distinction between them was by 
this time completely lost. The same fact is discovered in the use of the nouns 
related to these two verbs. In the New Testament agapao is used 142 times and 
phileo twenty-two times, while the noun agape occurs 118 times and philia but once. 
A careful study of the usage would seem to show not a unique and special mean- 
ing for either verb but a practical supersession of the latter by the former. The 
source of the assumed distinction may be traced back to Trench, who has been 
more or less closely followed by Cremer, Woolsey, Thayer and Alford. Much 
heedless dogmatizing has been indulged in, whereas the facts all point the other 
way and the conversation as it stood unannotated in the old version was simple, 
clear, complete. 
A plain, compact, irresistible marshalling of facts which should settle this vexed question forever. 

* By Rev. Professor G. Frederick Wright, D.D., LL.D., in The Bibliotheca Sacra, July, 1889, 
pp. 466-474. 

t By Rev. Professor Wm. G. Ballantine, D.D., in The BiUiotheca Sacra, July, 1889, pp. 524-542. 



